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Comparison studies ver€ ®ada of the acadaialc prograsa 
of junior colltge transfers, four* year collage transfers^ and 
continuous junlcEs (natives) at the Oniversity of Illinois, aa 
measured by niaa» grade point average (GPS.), acaaemlc status^ and 
continued enrollaent through the two years after transferi of the 
parforffitnce after transfer with that before transfer on the basis of 
mean GPi; aafl of junior college transfers^ four^year collega 
transfers, and continuous juniors in 12 suhject aatter areas on the 
basis of mean QWk during the 1973*7«l and 1974*75 acaaeiic years, fhe 
data resulting fron the studies led to the folloifiiag ccncluaiocsi <1) 
junior college transfers enter Hith pretransfer 5PA*^s apptcxi lately 
eguivalent to that of native juniors, vhlle four** year collage 
transfers ejitex with slightly lower SPa*si (2) junior college 
transfers espaiienca a first semester drop of about .51 in SPa below 
their pretransfer GPk and the four*year college transfers and 
oatives# hova?er, this loes in QPA is greatly racovared by the end of 
the fourth ^enesteri (3) retention of junior college anfl four^year 
collage transfer groups is approziaataly egual Cor the first saaester 
at .92 and ,93, respectively | (ft) janior college tranefars eiparience 
mora acadeaic difficulty after tranafer than do four*year collage 
transfers ox natives^ as measured ly probation and drop rates i (Sj 
the junior collage transfer group parforBied at nearly the *'B" level 
during the fourth saaaeter at the universltyi {6) native juniors have 
higher reteaticn rates than do foux*year or junior college transfarsi 
(7) transfer stoflents have higher acaaaEic probation and drop rates 
than native junioxa, and junior collega transfers have higher 
probation drop rates than do foar*yaar college transfers! and (8) 
Junior college transfers consistently achieve at a lover GPi than the 
other two groups In the 12 subject areas a+:adiad, and natiwes 
generally perfcrn best in almost all subject areas. (JDS) 
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Comparison of Transfer and Native Student Progress 
at the University of [Mlnois at Urbana-^Chanipai gn 

Fall , 1373 Group 

Py rpQs<3 

The purpose of this study is to compare the academic progress of tv^o"" 
year college trarisfars* four-year coliege transfers, and continuous Juniors 
(natives) at the Univcrstty of Illinois at Urbana^Chanipa ign as measured by 
niean grade point average (G*P.A)^ academic status, and continued enrollment 
or retention through the tvio yearn after transfer* A secondary purpose is 
to conipare the performance for each group after transfer with performance 
before transfer on the basis of mean grade point average^ In addition, two^ 
year college transfers^ four-year collage transfers^ and continuous Juniors 
are compared in twelve subject matter areas or* the basis of mean grade point 
average during the 1973^7^ and academic years. 

hethed 

Three groups of students are included m this study. Two-year college 
transfers include all of the new and readmittad students to the University 
of Illinois at Urbana-Chafnpa ign for the 1973 fall terni who had completed 12 
or more semester credit hours before transfer and whose institution of last 
attendance was a community or Junior colUvge* Four^year college transfers 
include all new and readmitted transfer students who had completed 12 or more 
seniester equivalent hours of transfer credit and whose Institution of last 
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attendance before transfer ^vas a four-^year college or univarsfty. The natfve 
students include aM 1371 fall term continuing Juniors who entered as beginning 
freshman at the University of 11 lino is at Urbana-Champai gn and had GoiiplateQ 
more than 60 and less than 90 semester hours of college credit while cun- 
tinuous enroI1im.int at the University of Illinois at U rbana^ Champa ign » The two- 
year cDl3eg& and four-year college transfer groups include students wrth less 
than 60 sentaster hours of col lege credit and may include a few students with 
more than SO semester credit hours. The qroups Include 8l7 coniTiunlty and Junior 
conege transfers^ IJSfi four-year college transferSj and 3,542 ront inuous 
Juniors (natives) which is the total population of students in each of the 
three groups for the 1973 fall semester. 

This study doesn't attempt to account for differences ?n academic per** 
formancas related to variance in pre^admi ss ion academic and nonaaaderrii c variables 
among the three groups of students stud!edp In a study of achfevemant by trans^ 
fer an^d native students at the Urbana-Chiripil gn campus , WerTOPs' found 

, * that Junior co liege transfer studants rank 
lower than four^year trjnsfer students and natives 
on ACT* HSPRj and SES junior college transfer stu* 
dents also scored lower than the four^year groups 
on standard scores achfeved on the CLEP General 
EKami nat tons, the common criteria of achiaveffent* 
Differences between natives and four^^year transfers 
on ACTj HSPR, SES, and CLEP scores ware not as 
clear. 



'Donald J. Wermers^ Summary of ''Achievement by Junior College Transfer, 
Four^Year College Transfer, and Native Juniors as Measured by the CLEP General 
Examinati jni." University Office of School and College Relations^ University 
of Illinois at Urbana'- Champa ign, Research MeTOrandum 72^5, March, 1972* 



"Differences on mean CLEP scores among the groups 
diminished when the control variables were applied 
in the analysis of covariance technfquei * * The 
results of this study seem to Indicate thatp generally, 
btudents who completed lower division requ I remen ts In 
jurnor colleges, and then transferred to the Univer-' 
sfty of Illinois progressed academically during the 
first two years of college at a pace equivalent to 
students who complsted lower division requirements 
in four^^ypar institutions,*' [Note* ACT (American 
College Test); HSPR (High School Percentile Rank); 
SES (Socioeconomic Status); CLEP (College Level Exami- 
nat Ion Program)] . 

Since differences in characteristics of the students transferring from 
each of the th'^ee types of colleges are not accounted for In this study, it 
is inadequate to serve as a basis for Inferences concerning the independent 
effects of type of institution attended on academjc achievement and success 
after transfer. Neither do the controls Justify inferences about the indepen- 
dent effect of a specific community or Junior college or four^year college on 
the academic performance of transfers froi^ the Institution, The study simply 
reports the academic progress and success of the three groups without aecount- 
I ng for the source of iny variance which occurs among the groups. The two"* 
year college transfers come predominantly from the public connmuni ty colleges 
and will be referred to as the coniTiunlty college group, 
Firit Semester Success 

Table I presents a symmary of transfer and native student progress for 
the four^semr " ter perrod from fall^ ^973 through spring, 1975} including summerp 
IS75 graduates. The community college group of 817 transfers entered in the 
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TABLE 1 

Surmnary of Transfer and Native Student Progress 
University of lllfnois at Urbana'^Champa f gn 
Fal 1 1973 Group 



Semester 
(I) 



Fall, 1973 

Number of Transfers 
Mean Transfer 6*P.A* 
Mean First Term G*P,A. 
Change in Mean G,P,A, 



Two^Vear 
Col 1 egss 
(2) 



817 



4.09 
3.58 
-.51 



Four-Year 
Co 1 1 eges 
(3) 



1 ,136 



3.99 
3.86 
-.13 



Cont I nuous 
Juniors 



3,542 



4.05 
4.02 
-.03 



Status : 

Graduated 
Clear 
Probation 
Dropped 
Wl thdrew 

Retention Ratio 

Spring. 1974 

Number of Transfers 
Mean Transfer G.P.A. 
Mean Second Term G.P.A. 
Change in Mean G.P.A. 
Increase over 1st Term 

Status : 

Graduated 
Clear 
Probat Ion 
Dropped 
Wi thdrew 



0 (01) 

608 (751) 
147 (181) 
(31) 
(41) 



27 

35 



755 



7''.4 



4 

557 
95 
46 
22 



.92 



14 

73 
41 
15 



(I*) 
(771) 
(131) 

(m) 

(3«) 



949 (84*) 

107 (101) 

27 (21) 

50 (41) 

,059 .93 



996 



41 
844 
61 
29 
21 



4.01 
4.00 
-.01 
.14 



(41) 

(851) 
(61) 
(31) 
(21) 



0 0% 

3,257 (921) 

165 (4«) 

61 (21) 

59 (21) 



3,422 



3,374 



233 
?,,928 

127 
40 
46 



.97 



4.08 
4.13 
.05 
.11 



(7*) 
(87*) 

m) 

(II) 
(1%) 



Retention Ratio 



656 



,80 



949 



,84 



3,288 



,93 



*Less than one percent. 

^"Retention Ratio: This proportion of the total Fall 1973 group which has been 
graduated or completed the term on claar or probatloiiary status. 
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TABLE I (Cont,) 



Surrvnary of Transfer and Native Student Progress 
University of Illinois at Urbana-Champa i gn 
Fall 1973 Group 



Semester 
. (1) 



FalU 197^ 

Number Re-enrolled 
Mean Transfer G*P,A, 
Mean Third Term G.P.A. 
Change from mean G.P.A, 
Increase over 2nd Term 

Status: 

Graduated 
Clear 
Probation 
Dropped 
Wi thdrew 

Retention Ratio 

Spring, 1975 

Number Re-enrol led 
Mean Transfer G.P.A. 
Mean Fourth Term G.P,A, 
Change from mean G.P*A* 
Increase over 3rd Term 

Status: 

Graduated 

Clear 

P robat ion 

Dropped 

Withdrew 

Retention Ratio 

Summa ry (End of ^th Semester) 
Graduated 
Clear (Continued) 
Pro (Continued) 
Dropped 
Wi thdrew 
Left on Clear 
Left on Pro 

Retention Ratio 

^Less than one percent. 



Two-Yea r 


Fou r- Year 


Cont inuous 


Co 


1 leges 


Col leges 


Jun i ors 




(2) 


( 


3) 




(4) 


616 








2,920 










4.05 




4.11 




3.83 




4.03 




4.17 




-.33 




-.02 




+ .06 




+. 10 




+. 17 




+.15 


11 


(2%) 


50 


(61) 


366 (121) 


519 




725 


(851) 


2,418 
93 


(831) 


51 


(81) 




(61) 


in) 


22 


im 


10 


(11) 


19 


(1*) 


13 


(21) 


,5 


(21) 


24 


(11) 


585 


(.72) 


873 


(.77) 


3,110 


(.88) 


5^2 








2,367 






17 


4.03 


4.13 




3.96 




4.12 




4.19 




-.19 




+ .09 




+ .06 




+.16 




+ .09 




+ .02 


295 


im) 


377 


(521) 


1,992 


(84%) 


213 


(391) 


346 


(461) 


346 


(15%) 


26 


(51) 


16 


(21) 


19 


(11) 


2 


(11) 


3 


it 


3 




6 


(11) 


3 




7 




549 


.67 


833 


.73 


2,956 


.83 



301 
21 2 
26 
68 
72 
100 
38 

.66 



(371) 
(261) 

(31) 
(8%) 
(91) 
(121) 
(51) 



454 
338 
14 

52 
79 
161 
38 

.71 



(401) 
(301) 
(II) 
(51) 
(7%) 
(14«) 
(31) 



2.591 
346 

19 

3 
7 
NA 
NA 

.83 



(73%) 
(101) 

** 



**F\etention Ratioi This proportion of the total Fall 1973 group which has been 
O griduated or completed the term on clear or probationary status. 



fall of 1973 with a pre-'transf er grade point average of 4*09 (C ^ 3tO), The 
community college group achieved a 3*58 mean first term G*P*A. which Is ,51 
less than these same students achieved before entering the university. This 
drop in G,P,A. is similar to previous years: a .39 decrease for the 1972 
Junior college group, 2 g ^42 decrease for the 1971 Junior college group, 3 a 
• 39 decrease in 1970,^ and a ,37 drop in 1969.5 A total of 1,136 four-year 
college transfers entered with a pre'-transfer grade point average of 3,99, and 
this group achieved a mean first term grade point average of 3.86* The 3,542 
continuous Juniors had accumulated an average G.P,A. of ^,05 and achieved a 
4,02 grade point average during the first term of the junior year, which is 
higher than the other two groups and slightly higher than the G, P. A, achieved 
by native Juniors in previous years* 



^Ernest F* Anderson^ ^'Comparison of Transfer and Native Student Progress 
at the University of Illinois at Urbana-Champalgn,*' 1972-73 Academic Year, 
University Office of School and College Relations, University of (llinois at 
Urbana^Champa i gn. Research Memorandum 75*14, December, 1975, 

SErnest F* Anderson, '^Comparison of Transfer and Native Student Progress 
at the University of niinols at Urbana-Cfiampalgn,'- 1971-72 Academic Year, 
University Office of School and College Relations, University of Illinois at 
Urbana-Champai gn. Research Memorandum 74^9, June, 1974, 

4Ernest F. Anderson, "Comparison of Transfer and Native Student Progress 
at the University of Illinois at Urbana'^Ctempaign," 1970-'7] Academic Year, 
University Office of School and College Relations, University of Illinois at 
Urbana-Champaign , Research Memornadum 72*2, January, 1972. 

5Ernest F* Anderson, **Summary of Transfer Student Progresi at the Unlver'- 
sity of lllinofs at Urbana-Champaign," Fall 1968 and 1 969 Transfers, University 
Office of School and College Relations, University of Illinois at Urbana- 
Champaign, Research MaTOrandum 70*24, December, 1970, 



8 



Data presented in columns 2, 3^ and k of Table 1 Indicate that the mean 
transfer G*P*A*'s for all three groups were more divergent from eech other 
than in previous years (comniunlty college 4,09* four^-year 3,99, native 4.05), 
Continuous Juniors achieved a lower G.P.A, (4,02) while four-year transfers 
fell slightly to 3.86 and community cgllege transfers eKperienced the greatest 
decrease of all from 4.09 to 3*58* As demonstrated by previous studlesj this 
drop in mean G.P.A. for community college transfers has occurred repeatedly 
over the past several years* Alttough an analysis of the factors influencing 
this drop is not readily availables it Is clear that Junior college transfer 
students consistently suffer this drop In man G.P,A*, or experience what some 
have labelled "transfer shock.*' The ^'transfer shock*' is illustrated in Figure I 
which demonstrates graphically the differential achievement of the groups over 
the four semesters studied. 

At the end of the first termj the native juniors had the highest proper^ 
tion of students on clear status (921) foil wed by the four-year collage transfe 
(841), with the junior college group having the lowest proportion (751) In this 
status. The community collage group had the highest percentage of students 
on probation (181) while ten percent of the four-year transfers and four percent 
of the continuous juniors were on probation at the end of the first term. 
Although a very small percentage of all groups was dropped for academic reasons, 
the community college group shows the highest proportion of tliese students (31) 

^Anderson, op * cit . , December^ 1975. 
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with both four-year and native groups with about two percent dropped. This is 
Sims lar to the pa ttsrn found for the fal1| 1972 groups*- Arnong students who 
officially withdrew during the semester^ the community college and four-year 
transfers had an equal percentage while two percent of the wontinuous 

jiinfors withdrew^ At the end of the fall, 1973 semaster, 92 percent of the 
community college transfers^ 93 percent of the four^year college transfers, and 
97 percent of the continuous Juniors had either graduated or were on clear or 
probationary status and eligible to re-^enroll for the second semester (see 
Figure 2)* These retention ratios are similar to the ratios reported at the 
end of the i ^ rst semester for the 1971s^ and groups. 

These data demonstrate that even though the community college group 
achieved a ,28 lower first term grade point average than the four-year college 
groupj they were only slightly more persistent during the first semester than 
the four-year college group when evaluated in terms of the total proportion 
of students who re^enrolled on clear or probationary status for the second 
semester* Efghty-^nine percent of the original population of the conrounity 
college group re-enrolled while 88 percent of the four^year transfers and 95 
percent of the natives returned. 

7Anderson, op^ c it , , December, 1975. 
SAndersonj op. ci t . , June* 197^* 
SAnderson, op .ci t . , January, 1972. 
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SgQQnd Semester Progreis 

The mean G.P,A. and acadernic status of comnunity col lege tranifirSi feur- 
year eel legs transfers and nati\^e juniors who returned for ths spring smasttr 
are shown In Table 1, Studtrits In all three groups who re-snrDlltd for the 
second semester had achieved pri*transfer or lower division grade point ayerages 
slightly hfghtr than the pre-transfer grade point averages achieved for all 
the students in their groups at the beginning of the fall semester* The rean 
transfer G,P,A*'s for the students who re-enrollid was calculated for each group 
and was slightly higher (,03 to ,05) than the mean for the original 1973 fall 
groups* This almost exactlv duplicates the pattern obierved in the 1972 and 
1971 fa) 1 groups. 

The differences between the pre-transfer or lower division (for natlvai) 
grade point average and the second simeitir gradt point average for the groLips 
was *.4l for the coniniunfty college transfersp ^.01 for the foyr^year college 
transfersi and 4.05 for the native Juniors* In comparing the first and second 
term mean G,P*A*-Sp the coimiiunity college group Increased the mean second tarm 
G»P*A* by ,15, the four-year group by .14, and tN native Juniors Increased 
by *IU One hypothesis to explain the increase in G.P*A* is that those students 
returning for the second semester were higher achievers than the total gnpup 
present for the fal U Table 2 shows the nisan transfer G.P.A^'s cf students 
who did not return. It Is clear that dropped students traniferred wl th roan 
G,P*A.-s about below the total group av^erage, and students who left on 
probation were about i25 below the mean transfer G*P,A. However, the actual 
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TABLE 2 



Pre-Tranifer GPA of Transfer Studanti Leaving the University 
By Type of Institytion of Last Attendance 
University of Illinois at Urbana-Champa ign 
Fall 1973 Groupi 



Seniester and Academic Status 

(H 

Fi rst SemiSter 



Jr. Co 1 1 ege T re ns f e rs 
P re-Transfer 
No . GPA 
(2) (3) 



Four-Year Tranifers 
Pre-Trinsfer 



No. 



GPA 
(5) 



Wi thdrev/ 
Dropped 

Left on Probation 
Left on Clear Status 

Total 



35 
27 
0 
0 

62 



3.88 
3.76 



3.82 



50 
27 
0 

77 



k.OO 
3.51 



3.75 



Me«n Transfer GPA 
for Al 1 Transfers 



817 



1,136 



3.99 



Second Semester 

Withdrew 
Dro(7pecl 

Left on Probation 
Left on Clear Status 

Total 

Mean Trarsfer GPA 
for All Transfers 

Thfrd Semester 



22 
4$ 

106 



72k 



4.21 
3.72 
3.93 
4.06 

3.98 



4.14 



21 
23 

15 

Jl 

112 



996 



3.93 
3.58 
3.82 
3*98 

3.83 



4.01 



Withdrew 
Dropped 

Left on Probation 
Left or Clear Status 

Total 



13 
22 
12 

M 

95 



4.22 
3.71 
4.08 

4.05 
4.03 



15 
10 
13 

Ji 

102 



3.83 
3.60 
3.53 
4.08 

3.76 



Mean Transfer GPA 
for All Transferi 



616 



4.16 



85^ 



4.05 
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dffference between the mean G.P.A. of all transfers md the "leavers" was small 
(.18 for community collegft, .24 for four-year transfers) and the slight dtfferenei 
in mean transfer G.P.A. between the first and second semesters (.02 to .05) 
indicates this hvpothesis Is not sufficient to explain tfie increase In G.P.A. 
Another posiibilfty used to explain the increase in G.P.A. in the comniunl ty 
college group Fs "transfer shock," which they experience the first semesttr 
after transfer. As was stated earlier, in comparing the firit and second term 
nein G.P.A. 's the conrnunity college group increased tlie mean G.P.A. by .IS| 
the four-year college group mean G.P.A. increased by .14; and the native mean 
G.P.A. Increased ,11 from the first semester to the second. It appears then, 
that both two-year and four-year transfer students experience "transfer shocl<" 
as both achieve lower first term G.P.A. 's than native students and both groups 
Increase these C.P.A.'s by almost the same aniount during the second semester. 
In the study of the Fall, 1972 groups. It was itated that "four-year transfer 
students do not suffer transfer shock. "10 it would appear in this itudy that 
four-year transfer students did suffer •'transfer shock," although this effect 
was not as great on four-year transfers as It is on conmunrty college transfers. 
Theie data demonstrate that even though the coiiimuni ty college group recovered 
some of the drop In mean G.P.A. during the second semesttr, they did not achieve 
a mean second semester G.P.A. equivalent to their pre-transfer G.P.A., nor did 
they perform academically during the first year after transfer at a level equiva- 
lent to the four-year conege transfers or native juniors. The comrmnity col lege 

lOAnderson, E, F,, "Comparison of Transfer and Native Student Progress 
at the University of Illinois at Urbana-Chaitipa ign," Fall, 1972 Group, University 
Office of School and Conege Relations, University of ininois at Urbana-Champalgn, 
Research Hetnorandufn 75-14, December, 1975, 



15 



group d!d fneraasa thsl r sacond semester G,P,A, by about •20, but this "re- 
covery" was not even one^half of the difference batwsen the mepn tranifsr G.P.A. 
and the first semeiter C*P*A# 

Some of the "ricovery" fn the conimuni ty college gnoup G#P.A* miiy be 
icccunted for by the 49 itudents who were droppsd at the end of the first 
sanieitsr or off icial 1y wi thdrew during the second lemeiter. Analysis of the 
first semester perfomince of these ^9 students (sae Table 3) shows that they 
achieved a G,P,A, of 3.98 which Is approKfmate 1y *1 1 below the 4*09 avarage 
for the total group, A ilmilar analysis (sea Table 3) for the four-year college 
itudents who did not return or withdrew during the second semestar shows that 
they achieved a mean G*P*Ap of 3.72 which Is *27 below the average for the 
total four-year gryup. These analyses suggest the hypothesis that some of the 
^'transfer shock," first iafnester drop In G*P*A*i followed by a recovery during 
the second semester by the continuing two and foyr^'year college group may be 
explilned by the absence of the "leavers*' (gl) who were achievers during 
the first semester. The number of "leavers** increases during the secund seniester 
(to 121) and remains the same during thfe third ieinester* This trendy the affect 
of the absence of 'MeaverSj" holds true for all semesters* 

The three groups also differed In academic status and ratention rats at 
the end of two semesters (see Figure 2), The natives (.93) * the four-year 
college group (*84) and the commwnlty college flroup (,80) rank In descending 
order In the proportion of the ra-enrol led groups which either griduated or 
cofitlriued on clear or probationary status at the end of the lecond semestar. 
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TABLE 3 



Last Ssmester Achievement by Transfer Studenti Leaving the Univeriity 
By Type of Institution of Last Attendinee 
Univeriity of I llinois at Urbana- Champaign 
Fall 1973 Groups 



Semester and Academic Status 

yj 

First Semtster 



J r. Col lege Transfers 
P re-Transfer 
No. GPA 
(2) (3) 



Fou r-Year Transfers 
P re-Transfer 



Dropped 

Left on Probation 
Left on Clear 
Withdrew (2nd Semester) 

Total 

First Semeiter GPA 
for Al I Transfers 

Seeond Seme s tt r 

Droppad 

Left on Probation 
Left on Clear 
Withdrew C3rd Semester) 

Total 

Second Sernester CPA 
for All Transfers 

Th i rd Seines tsr 

Dropped 

Left on Prpbatlon 
Left on CI ear 
Withdrew C^th Semes ter) 

Total 

Third SefMster GPA 
for All Transfers 



27 
0 

0 
22 



817 



k6 
Ik 

97 



724 



22 
12 

_± 

88 



616 



3.76 

3.98 
^.09 



3.72 
3.33 
4.06 
4.22 

3.98 



4.14 



3.79 
4.03 
4.05 
4.00 

3.98 



4.16 



No. 
(4) 



27 
0 
0 

21 



48 
M36 



29 
15 
47 
15 

106 



996 



10 
13 
6i( 

_x 

90 



85^ 



GPA 
(5) 



3.51 

3.93 
3.72 

3.^ 



3.58 
3.82 
3,98 
3.83 

3.8o 



4.01 



3.60 

3.53 
4.08 

4.08 

3.82 



4.05 
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The corwnurilty eollege group had 13 percent on probation while tha four-y#er 
college group had 6 percent and the nativei k ptrcent on probation* A total 
of 9 percant cf the communfty collega, 5 percent of the four-yaar college 
transfers and two percent of the natives were dropped or they withdrew during 
the seQond sameiter. These actions^ combined with first semeiter retentions 
resulted in a retention ratio of ,8o for the comniunity college group, ,84 for 
the four*year college groupp and ,93 for the natives. 

The iubstant lal ly lower grade point avarages of the comfnunl ty college 
itudants are the basis for more persons on probation, dropped^ and v/i thdra^v^n, 
In compariion with the other two groups, resulting in a lower retention ratio 
for the Junior college group when compared with the four*yetr college group* 
There fs also an observable difference betv^een grade point averages of the 
four'^year transfers and the continuous Juniors^ which may help axplain the 
differejfice tn rettntion ratios here^ too* 
Third Semester Progress 

Data for those students who re^enrolled for the fall, 197^ ismester ar# 
shown In Table 1 (continued)* The third semaster grade point average continued 
to increaie over the second semester G*P*A- for the comnunity college transfers 
(.10) and four-ysir transfers (*03)i but the native students experfenced a 
slight drop in mean grade point average C.O^) from the second semester to the 
third. The difference between pre«transfir or lower division G.P.A. and the 
mean third term G,P,A» was •'*33 for the comnunity college transfers, -.02 for 
the four-year transfer group, and +*15 for the continuous juniors* The com" 
munlty college group continued to achieve the lowest retention ratio at ,72 
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whil© the four-year college group had a .77 ratio and the cont Inuoui juniors 
.88* These data are presented fn Table 1 (continued) and iliuitrated In Figure 
2. 

Academic Progress and Status Two Years After transfer 

Thii study deTOnstri+es that contnunity and Junior college transfirs 
experienced a substantial drop in G.P^A* durfng their first semeitar after 
transfer, but then graduany recovered over the next three semesteri and achieved 
at a level mora nearly equivalent to thefr pre-transfer grade poirit averiges. 
This trend was observed for the fall 1972'^ and fall 1971^^ community cQllege 
groups as wel U Figure 1 illustrates this recovery m G,P,A* by the junior 
college group; It also illustrates that although two-year col lege transfers 
start off with a higher pre-transfer G,P*A. than either four-year native stu- 
dents^ the group experienced a severe drop In the first term G.P,A. and never 
attained the G.P.A* they had when they traniferred* Unlike the twD-yaar trans* 
fersp however^ the four-^year transfers and native students are able to over- 
come a slight drop in G.P*A. and attain^ by the end of the second seimster, 
i G.P.A. equivalent to their pre-transfer (5*P*Ap The group of native students 
achieved second, third, and fourth term G.P.A. higher than their lower division 
a.P,A, 



•Ernest Anderson, "Comparison of Transfer and Native Student Progress 
at the University of Illinois at Urbana-Chawpai gn,'» 1972-73 Acadeinic Year, 
University Office of School and College Relations, University of MIInDls at 
Urbani-Champalgni Research Memorandum 75-14* December, 1975* 

Ernest Andersen, '"Comparison of Transfer and Native Student Progress 
at the University of Illinois at Urbana-Champai gn," 197^72 Acadeffiic Yeir, 
University Office of School and College Relations, University of Illinois at 
Urbana-Champaign, Research Memorandum 7^-9, June, 1974. 
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Summary data presented In Tible 1 for the three groups shows the propor- 
tion of each group m se /en aeadeniic status citagoriei^ Four semesters ifter 
transfer^ the 5^2 comniunity college transfer students who re-enrolled had 
achieved a mean grade point average of 3*96, .IS greater than that group's 
ncr^ third t^.rm grada point average and ,19 lesi than that group's pre-tranfer 
grade point average* Thirty-one percent of the original comnunity college 
group had graduatedi 2S percent and 3 percent reipectivaly were continuing on 
clear or probationary status* Of the students in the orfginal gpoup, 8 percent 
had been dropped and not returned, 9 percent withdrew (during a semester), 12 
percent left on clear status, and did not return, and 5 percent left on pro- 
bationary status and never returned, A total of 539 of the orfginal fall, 1973 
cormunlty college group were graduated or completed the spring, 1975 term on 
clear or probatfonary status, resulting In a retention ratio of ,66* This 
retentfon ratio Is almost JO less than for the 1972 fall community college 
group* 

The four-year college group consisted of 7^5 students enrolled for the 
fourth semester* This group achieved a mean semeiter grade point average of 
4J2, ,09 higher than their pre«transfer G.PiA. and ,09 above their mean third 
term G*P.A, Of the original four-year college group (1,136 students), ^0 per- 
cent had graduated, 30 percent were on clear statusi and 1 percent was on pro- 
batfonary status at the snd of the fourth semester. Subtracting out the stu- 
dents who were dropped (5*), withdrew (71), left on clear status or left 

on probationary status (3%), the retention ratio for this group Is ,71, which 
is ,06 lass than for the fall, 1972 four-year college group, 

20 



The native Juniors who re-tnrolled for the fourth semester (2,367) achieved 
m mean transfer G.P.A. of 4,13, t06 higher than the group's lower division G.P.A, 
and *0Z higher than their mean third term G.P.A* At the end of the fourth se- 
mester, 73 percent had graduated, 10 percent were on cleir statui, and less than 
1 percent was on probationary status. Less than one percent had been dropped 
or withdrew. Data on the status (clear or probationary) of native juniors who 
chose to leave between semesters was not available from the basic source of 
documents. 

The percentages of students on probation after four semesters were low 
for all three groups, but the conifnunlty college group had the greatest propor- 
tion (3%) on probation, compared with one percent of the four-year transfers 
and less than one percent of the natives. Eight percent of the community col* 
lege group were dropped, along with 5 percent and less than one percent re* 
spectively of the four-year transfers and native juniors* Nine percent of the 
community college group, 7 percent of the four-year college group, and less 
thin 1 percent of the native juniors withdrew in the course of four semesters. 
Twelve percent of two-year college grcup and U percent of the four-year college 
group left on clear status; 5 percent and 3 percent respectively of the Junior 
and four-year college groups left on probationary status* There Is no recorded 
explanation why these students left the campus. 

The retention ratio was highest for the native juniors (.83), followed 
by the four-year group (.71) and the community college transfer group (,66), 
It may be assumed that by the junior year, a student who enrolled at the Univer-^ 
sity of Illinois at Urbana- Champa Ign as a beginning freshman and continued for 
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two years would be more likely to continue for two more years than a transfer 
f^'ident who Is new to the envfronment and may have only ont semester of col lege 
credit. The transfer group from the four-year Instftutfons achieved at a level 
nearly equal to the natives, but had a retention ratio app roxlmate 1y 12 percent 
lower than the natives. The community college group had a reteiiticn ratio 5 
percent lower than the four-year college group and 17 percent below the native 
group (see Figure 2), However, the retention ratio reported for the natives 
IS sUghtly higher than the actual retention because of Inclusion of a few 
students who graduated during the second and third terms and continued as under- 
graduates for the fourth semester, thus counting them twice. It li Impossible 
to determine the net number of graduates from the data source used for this 
study for the native group. 
Comparison by Subject Area 

Data on transfer and native student grade point averages achlived at the 
University of Illinois in each of the 12 subject areas for the 1973 and 197i| 
academfc years are presented in Table 4. 

Rank ordering of the three groups by subject area grade point average 
shows that the community college transfers achieved a lower mean grade point 
average In all of 12 areas than either the four-year college transfers or 
native Juniors during the first semester. The native Juniors achieved the 
highest grade point average In every subject area eKcept education* The four- 
year college transfers ranked highest In education and tied with the native 
Juniors in the foreign languages subject area. Differences between these two 
groups in most subject areas are small, and the majority of the averages are 
below 4,00. 
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TABLE k 

Comparison of Transfer and Native Student 

Academic Achlevsment by Subject Area 
Univeriity of lllfnoii at Urbana^Champafgn 
Fill 1973 Group 



Subject Area 
(1) 



Fall> 1973 (1st Sam.) 

B I o 1 og I ca 1 Sc I enQas 
Business S Coitineree 
Engl !sh 

Foreign Languages 

Mathsmat ICS 

Phyilcal Sciences 

Social Sciences 

Agriculture 

Engineering 

Art S Architecture 

Education 

Home Economics 

All Coursei 

Spring, 1974 (2nd SemJ 

ft 

Ifologfcal Sciences 
Business & Conrierce 
English 

ForeFgn Languige 

Mathsmat fcs 

Physical Sciences 

Social Seitncss 

Agrlcul turt 

Engineering 

Art & Architecture 

Education 

Home Economics 

AI I Courses 



Jun ior Col lege 

Tranif^ers 

Mean GPA Rank 
(2) (3) 



Four-Year Col lege 
Transfe rs 



Continyous Juniors 
O^at fves) 



3.55 
3.49 
3.98 
3.78 
3.14 
3.26 
3.62 
3.65 
3.77 
3.95 
4.22 
3.88 



(3) 
(3) 
(3) 
(3) 
(3) 
(3) 
(3) 
(3) 
(3) 
(2) 
(3) 
(3) 



Mean GPA 
(4) 



3.82 
3.80 
4.04 
4.04 
3.56 
3.49 
3,98 
3.80 
3.90 
3.87 
4.50 
4.07 



Rank 
(5) 



(2) 
(2) 
(2) 
(1) 
(2) 
(2) 
(2) 
(2) 
(2) 
(3) 
(1) 
(2) 



Mean GPA 
(6) 



4.00 

3.89 

4. 12 

4.04 

3.82 

3.86 

4.06 

4.02 

4.01 

4.07 

4.45 

4.08 



Rank 
(7) 



(1) 
(1) 
(1) 
(1) 
(1) 
(I) 
(1) 
(1) 
(1) 
(1) 
(2) 
(O 



3.58 


(3) 


3.86 


(2) 


4.02 


(I) 


3.57 


(3) 


3.97 


(2) 


4.13 


(1) 


3.62 


(3) 


3.95 


(2) 


3.97 


(1) 


3.97 


(3) 


4.21 


(1) 


4.21 


(1) 


3.81 


(3) 


4.13 


(I) 


4.13 


(1) 


3.22 


(3) 


3.77 


(2) 


3.81 


(1) 


3.41 


(3) 


3.73 


(2) 


4.00 


(1) 


3.75 


(3) 


4.03 


(2) 


4.19 


(I) 


3.94 


(2) 


3.93 


(3) 


4.10 


(1) 


3.81 


(3) 


3.91 


(2) 


4.12 


(1) 


4.05 


(3) 


4.11 


(2) 


4.20 


(1) 


4.36 


(3) 


4.42 


(2) 


4.53 


(1) 


3.86 


(3) 


3.90 


(2) 


4.13 


(1) 


3.73 


(3) 


4,00 


(2) 


4.13 


(1) 
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TABLE k (Cont.) 



Comparison of Tranifer and Native Student 

AcademiG Achlavement by SubjeGt Area 
Unlvariity of llUnofi at Urbana-^Champa ign 
Fall 1973 Group 



Junior College Four-Year College Continuous Juniors 

Transferi Transfers (Natl ves) 

Subject Area Mean CPA Rank Mean GPA Rank Mean CPA Rarik 

CD (2) (3)- w (5) (6) in 

Fan, 197^ (3rd Sem.) 



Biological Sciences 
Business & Comma ree 
English 

Foreign Languages 
Mathemit ICS 
Physical Sciences 
Social Sciences 
Agricul ture 
Engineering 
Art & Architecture 
Educat fon 
Home Economics 

All Courses 

Spring, 1975 (^th Sem.) 

Biological Sciences 
Business & Commerce 
Engl ish 

Foreign Languages 

Mathematics 

Physical Sciences 

Social Sciences 

Agr i cul tura 

Engineering 

Art 6 Architecture 

Educat Ion 

Home Economics 

All Couries 



3.73 


(3) 


3.92 


3.68 


(3) 


3.90 


4.00 


(3) 


4.18 


3.95 


(2) 


3.85 


3.19 


(3) 


3.73 


3.64 


(3) 


3. •'6 


3.91 


(3) 


4.07 


4.00 


(3) 


4.04 


3.96 


(3) 


4.05 


3.84 


(3) 


4.09 


4,62 


(2) 


4.62 


4.17 


(1) 


4.01 




(3) 


4.03 


3.67 


(3) 


3.97 


3.79 


(2) 


3.96 


3.90 


(3) 


4.26 


4.05 


(2) 


4.05 


3.44 


(3) 


3.72 


3.63 


(3) 


3.74 


3.96 


(3) 


4.19 


4.02 


(2) 


3.96 


3.98 


(3) 


4.08 


4.10 


(2) 


4.04 


4.59 


(3) 


4.70 


4.11 


(3) 


4.19 



3.96 (3) 4.12 



(2) 4.03 (1) 

(2) 3.99 (1) 

(1) 4.16 (2) 

(3) 4.22 (1) 

(2) 3.79 (1) 
(2) 3.99 (1) 
(2) 4.16 (1) 
(2) 4.17 (1) 
(2) 4.18 (1) 
(2) 4.17 (1) 

(2) 4.74 (1) 

(3) 4.15 (2) 

(2) 4.17 (1) 



(2) 4.07 (1) 

(1) 3.96 (I) 

(1) 4.17 (2) 

(2) 4.36 (1) 
(2) 3,86 (1) 

(2) 4.02 (1) 

(1) 4.16 (2) 

(3) 4.18 (1) 

(2) 4.18 (1) 

(3) 4.14 (1) 
(2) 4.73 (1) 
(2) 4.21 (1) 

(2) 4.19 (1) 




Similar analysis for the second ind third semesters show that the com* 
munity college transfers received th^ lowest mean grade point averages m 

11 and 9 areas itudJed respectively. The nitfve junior group achieved the 
highest grade point average in all 12 areas the second semester and 10 of the 

12 subject areas during the third semester. The four-year college group ranked 
hlgheit in the areas of English and foreign language In the second semester 
and highest in English for the third semester* The two-year college group 
ranked highest in home economics for the third semester* 

In the fourth semester, the community college transfers ranked third in 
all subject areas, except business and commercep foreign language, agriculture, 
and art and architecture. In no area did this group rank first. The four- 
year college transfers achieved the highest grade point averages in three of 
the twelve areas i business and cormerce, English^ and social sciences. The 
native group ranked first In all areas except the social sciences and Englfsh, 

These data show that the overall academic achievement (G*P*A.) of natives 
is higher than four-year college transfers while two-year college transfers 
achieve at a somewhat lower level* The native Juniors consistently ranked 
first in the biological sciences, business and commerce, foreign languages, 
mathematics, physical sciences, agriculture, engineering, and art and archi- 
tecture. 

It can be observed from data presented In Table k that mean G.P.A.'s In 
mathematics are consistently lower than other subject areas* Community college 
and four-year college means are consistently below average In mathematics* 
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Ins t i t u 1 1 Qna 1 D 1 f f e ren ce s 

The numbers of transfers, gride point averages, final acad^ic status 
and retention ratios for each of the Mllnols Junior coHiges which sent five 
or mora transfer students to the Unrversfty of Illinois at Urbana -Champaign 
for the 1973 fall samester are presented in Tablg 5, 

The number of students who Initially entertd for the 1973 fall Simester, 
and the group's mean pre-transfer grade point average (baied on all courses 
attempted at all previous Institutions), are presented In Columns 2 and 3 
respectively. Column h shows the mean ffrst SOTeiter grade point average* 
Columns 5 through 10 shows the number of students who re-enrolled and tlM 
grade point average they achieved over the next three saneiters. Comparison 
of the first and second term grade point averages by Institution sboivs that 
21 of the 39 college groups achieved a mean second term grade point averags 
higher than their first term G.P.A., 25 of the Init Itutf ona 1 sub-groups ach levad 
a higher third term average than the secondi and 26 a higher fourth term evsrage* 
Comparison of pre*transfer and fourth semester mean grada point averages shows 
that 10 of 39 college groups achieved a fourth semtster rnean G.P*A. higher than 
their mean pre^transfer G,P*A.'s (for the original entering groups), the rami irt* 
fng 29 college groups did not recover to the level of the mean pre-transfer 
G,P^A» for the 1973 fall transfers from that college. 

It is dear from these data that even though recovery in grade point 
average is noted in the second, third, and fourth semeiters, considerable 
varfanca still exists In the achievement after transfer anfiong groups from 
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different coimunity colleges. There Is no tvidencft c resented fn this study 
which explains the source of observed institutional differences or differences 
which may exist between students who enter the various subject areas. However, 
previous studies of transfer students from comiunity colleges demonstrate the 
variance in the academic abilities of the students transferring from individual 
junior colleges and this may account for some of the differences* This study 
does not control for those differences nor present data which show that they 
actually eKist for these groups* 

The retention rates for each of tha comunity colleges with five or more 
transfers are presented in Column 26 of Table 5. Five of the 39 institutions 
show retention rates of *80 or above after four semesters. Sixteen colleges 
have retention rates iess than *66 or two-thirds of their transfers retained 
or graduated. Six colleges have r^.tention rates of *50 or less. 

Three colleges seem to have a dlsporportionately high percentage of stu^ 
dents dropped as shown in Column 19. Forty percent of the students from the 
college coded 17 ware dropped; thirty-eight percent from college 10 were dropped 
and 33 percent from college 33 were dropped. Three other colleges (32^ 2^, 
and 05) had 20 percent or more of their students dropped for academic reasons. 
Withdrawal rates also demonstrate the same pattern. College 10 had a 25 percent 
withdrawal rate and college 16 had a withdrawal rate of 21 percent. However, 
all of these colleges (except college 16) have a sirall nuntier of transfers, 
and the high proportion my be caused by the small sub-sample size for those 
fnst Itut ions« 
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These data demonstrate that the acf<demic achievement and retention rates 
for M!ino}s conmunfty colleges with five or more transfers are satisfactory 
as a group. Twenty of the 39 Illinois institutions have retention rates of .S6 
or higher, and 14 of the colleges have retention rates equal to or higher than 
•71 found for all four^year college transfers. Two of the community colleges 
have retention ratios equal to or higher than the ,83 retention rate for native 
students. However, this retention rate is not as high as the fall, 1971 groups 
when 80 percent (as compared to SO percent for this group) of the institutions 
had retention rates greater than ,66 or two-thirds of the transfers. Nor Is 
this retention rate as high as the fallp 1972 groups when 70 percent of the in- 
ititutions had retention rates greater than .66 or two-^thlrds of the transfers. 



Diseuislon and Interpretation 

The findings of this study can be Interpreted as positive or negative 
depending on the vantage point from which one views the data. To the community 
college reader, the study demonstrates that two-thirds of the community college 
transfers are successful after transfer as measured by graduation or continua- 
tion ratei at this university. The community college transfers achieve, on 
the average, slightly less than the '»B" level during their fourth semeiter at 
the university, which is less than their pre-transfer level, but approaching 
their previous achieverent. Since these students, as a group, entered college 
with lower high school achievement and lower scores on standardiied entrance 
examinations, community college proponents would view the results of this stydy 
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as conclusive fividence of the success of those institutions in preparing bacca- 
lauraata oriented sLudents for successful university porformancep 

The university or four-year coMege oriented reader who views the unrvar" 
sity's purp: se to educate the best qualified youth for leadership roles In the 
technical and profebsional occupatfons may conclude frcm these data that pre- 
fe rence should be given to transfer students from four*-year colleges and unlver-' 
sities over transfers from community colleges or that transfers from some in- 
stitutions should receive praference over transfers from those institutions 
with less than average success records. They could point to the higher mean 
G,P*A*'s and higher retention ratios by four^-year colleges over community coN 
leges and some community colleges over others. However ^ inspection of the 
individual student data demonstrates that the ''best Qualified" students who 
are successful at the university come from both community colleges and four- 
year colleges* Therefore, the basis for selection should be the quality of 
the Individual student rather than the institution or the type or level of 
institution previously attended by the transfer student. 

The researcher, a community college proponent ful ly inst ftut ional f zed 
into a major research-oriented land-grant university, evaluates these data both 
positively and negatively. Ideally, community col leg^^. transfers with equiva*- 
lent pre^transfer G.P*A«'s would perform after transfer at the same level as 
they did at the community or Junior college. Hopefully, they would achieve 
at the university and graduate in proportions equal to equivalent groups who 
attended other institutions. However, that was not found to be true for this 
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group of comfnunity or four^^year college transfers. We need to find out why 
ft is not true and attempt to set up ejtper im^n ^al programs to discover If St 
is possible to achieve the ideal and if not^ why not. 

Positively^ community college transfers perform very satisfactorily 
a group when compared with beglrning freshmeru Only 68 (81) of the cormiunity 
college tranfers were dropped for academic reasons during the four sfemF.sters 
covered by this study and another 38 (51) left while on probation. This means 
that only about 13 percent of these junior college transfers left the univer^ 
sity beciuse of demonstrated academic difficulty. This Is a good record for 
a group of students which has 25 percent from the lower half of their high 
school graduation class ^ 44 percent from the upper quarter and 31 percent from 
the second quarter J 3 These students achieved at about a "C+" (3*58) level 
immediately after transfer and near the **B" level (3«96) during the fourth 
semester. This is an achfevemant record which comnunlty college transferss 
their previous insti tutions^ and the university can point to with a sense of 
accompl i shment. 

Data presented in this study demonstrate that the university system of 
"universal access" to higher education is providing opportunities for many 
persons to begin their baccalaureate programs in "open door" community and 
Junior colleges and transfer to the more selective universities and success* 
fully perform in competition with natives and transfers from Illinois and 
non^lllinois public and private colleges and uni versitfes. 



'^Anderson and Rfehl^ Characteriiti ci of Undergraduate Transfer Students ^ 
University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign p Fa'lT, 1973 i University Office of 
School and College Relations, Reiearch Memorandum 7^"7f April, 1974, 
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Sunvnary of Findfngs 

The data presented in this itudy support the fonowing conclusions^ 

1. Comnunity college transfers enter with pre-transfer grade point aver** 
ages approximately equivalent to the lower division university grade point 
averages of native juniors, while four-year college transfers enter with slightly 
lower grade point averages than either of the two groups, 

2* Community cor/ege transfers experience a first semester drop of ,51 
in G.P.A. below their pre-transfer G.P.A., whereas four-year transfers and na- 
tives only experience a J3 and ,03 drop below their pre-transfer G.P.A, How- 
ever, this loss in G*P.A* is greatly recovered by the end of the fourth semester* 

3* Retention of two-year and four-year college transfer groups is approxl" 
mately equal for the first semester at .92 and ,93 respectively, 

A* Community college transfers experience more ^cademic difficulty after 
transfer than four^year college transfers or nacives as measured by probation 
and drop rates, 

5. The community college transfer group perforTOd at nearly the *'B" 
level during the fourth semester at the university which is slightly lass than 
th© pre-transfer G.P.A* for that group, 

6* Native juniors have higher retention rates than four-year college 
transfers or community college transfers. Approximately 83 percent of the 
natives, 71 percent of the four-year college transfersp and 66 percent of the 
Junior college transfers have graduated^ or continued on clear or probatfon 
at the end of four semesters. It is important to note that these retention 
ratioi are almost 10 percent less than the retention ratios for the fall^ '972 
g roups • 
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7. Transfers have higher academic probation and drop rates than native 
Juniors; community college transfers have higher probation and drop rates than 
four^year college transfers. 

8, Comfnunity college transfers consistently achieve at a lower G.P.A. 
than four'*year college transfers and natives In the 12 subject areas studied. 
Natives generally perform best in alrost all subject areaSp 

Further Interpretat i on 

The findings and conclusions presented in this study need to be inter* 
preted in the contert of the environment in which the research was conducted 
and evaluated and in relation to the differential purposes of :he types of 
institutions represented by students in the study One purpose of community 
colleges Is to prepare baccalaureate-oriented students for successful transfer 
to four*year colleges and universities for completion of bachelor's degrees* 
Community colleges are *'open dc^r*' institutions obligated to admit all students 
who are minimally qualified to complete one of their programs.^ This means that 
cormunity colleges have students enrolled in baccalaureate^oriented courses 
and programs who are high academic achievers with a high probability for success 
in a bachelor's degree program as well as students with average and below average 
academic achiavement with lower probability of acliieving success in a transfer 
program. It is from this populatiori of community college students that the 
transfers to the University of Illinois at Urbana-Chan^saign select themselves 
to apply for transfer and then are selected for admissfon in cQmpetitfon with 
transfers from four-year colleges and universities. 
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The major purpose of the undergraduate colleges at the University of 
Illinois is to provide the ganeral education ^ technical and professional know^ 
ledger and skills to fill leadership roles In society at the bachelor's degree 
level and to prepare students for successful completion of graduate progranis. 
The University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign admits the ^'best qualified" 
beginning freshmen and transfers in each of Its colleges and curricula for 
each admission period* Data for the present and recent baginning freshmen 
classes show that the average beginning fresHtfnan student graduated at about 
the 85th percentile of his or her high school graduating class and had an ACT 
composite score of about 26*'^ which makes the native student population a 
very highly qualified group when compared with the population of communfty and 
Junior college students enrolled In baccalaureate-oriented programs. 

The four-^year colleges and universities from which the University receives 
transfer students have divergent purposes, but it is known that the transfers 
from those institutions to the University of Illinois have high school ranks 
and college entrance scores very similar to the scores of native students* -5 

This knowledge about the purposes of the Institutions and academic char* 
acterlstics of the three groups of students included in this study provide a 
basis for the following interpretations of the findings* 



«^"The Urbana-Champa Ign Campus Freshman Class Profilei** University Office 
of School and College RelatIons> University of Illinois at Urbana-^Champa ign, 
Research Memorandum 7^^^^^ November, 1974, 

'Swermersj op . ci t * , March, 1972. 
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The ccnmunlty and junior colleges provide an opportunfty for many students 
to p.nter the University's undergraduate programs as transfer students who would 
not have bmn admitted under the more cnmpet 1 1 itve beginning freshmen require- 
ments. The community col leges provide access or opportunfty for many students 
to obtain admlssjOn and complete bachelor's degree programs which would not have 
been open to them fol lowing graduation from high school, Tv^©*th^rds of these 
students are successful at the university as measured by retention for four 
semeiterB after transfer. The '^success rate" is about five percent less han 
transfers from four-year colleges and approKlmatel y 17 percent less than for 
native Juniors who have already successfully completed two years at the Univer* 
s i ty . 

The finding that native and four^year college transfer students achieve 
higher G*P*A. 's than community college transfers may be Interpreted by some 
to mean that those two groups are more qualified at graduation. The writer 
knows of no evidence which supports that conclusion when evaluated In relation 
to the purposes of the institution* Universities do not normally evaluate 
their graduates with 4,12 grade point averages as superior to graduates with 
3*96 G.P.A.'s. Therefore the writer finds no evidence that the difference 
In comunlty college and four^year college and native G*P,A*U Justifies d 
conclusion that native and four^year college tranifers are superior to community 
college tranifers* Thase data demonstrate that the higher education system 
In Illinois IS sufficiently open to permit students who enter the system at 
various types of colleges and perform successfully to earn a bachelor's degree 
at the major research orfentad univeriity fn Illinois* 
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